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From Our h 

WAS# l NOUN * r *' douv 

has dealt a setback !».» N 
administvu'.on efiurt; tu speed 
adoption of n controversial 
new code oi i- ;den- c for tfcdut 
al courts. 

The code wciuld virtually 
abolish lb e doctoi -parent 
privilege. an»l curtail the hus- 
band-wife privilege 
The House voted to 1 to 
stop the code from taking ef- 
fect July l, as now scheduled 
and prevail Us adoption unicss 
Congress gives Its specific ap- 
proval to the new rules. 

Sponsors of the House bid 
said the Senate Is expected to 
pass the same legislation soon 
The Senate previously had 8c - 
ted to delay the effective date 
of the federal code only until 1 
the end of the session. 

CRITICS of the proposed 
code, promulgated by the Su- 
preme Court last November, 
contend it would expand gov 
crr.ment secrecy, unfairly ben 
efit prosecutors and sharply 
alter existing rules on privi- 
leged testimony. 

-ttndet the proposed code, for 
example, only a psy- 
chotherapist woai able '.*■ 
invoke a doctor’s p . ^ p- 
refrain front testimony a * 
patient’s statement- 
A husband or , vite v.or.ltl 
be compelled u» 0,1 

‘tatemenrs rruicli ht.v or :!<•• 
spouse in u civd t i . u»d Ui 
historic p:iv;V . ’ ■ ' ‘ *un -»* 
lent, would be ctirttdtei in 
criminal • a-* 

Ren Rliabeih fluirmiim 1 »> 
N.\ >. sponsor of fh- -• 


:’l. Vi d .nearly every member . 
of Congress thought the pro 
pu*.,<*i! • ules should not be 
adopt* “1 without approval by 
the Moure and Senate Undrt 
. lav., the rode auto- 

mutiny would go into oi la f 
.iu!» 1 oirefc it was transmitted 
co Coagr ss by thv Supreme 
court. 

A 61LE-B!BC0N body ol 
lawyers anil judges developed 
the new rules of evidence over ; 
an eight-year period, working 1 
tit rough u judicial conference 
committee chaired by Alhvrt 
£, Jt-mig ry a Chicago lawyer. 
~Ms. ~Kr>! izman complained I 
that the proposed rules were 
secretly altered to please the 
Justice Department and Son. 
John L McClellan (D-Ark.) at- . 
ter the deadline for comment 
by bar groups had passed. 

This revision “backfired/ 
Ms. Holtzman said, 'adding to 
the belief that Congress should 
conduct public hearings on the , 
cade ami review it before it ‘ 
takes effect. 

The American Bar Assn. | 
said the latest version of the , 
code was never submitted to . 
ar.y A!1A group .md contains J 
-new matters" that were not 
Included in an earlier draft re- 
v ; e. ed by t*H? AHA. 


